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WHO WAS REALLY IN OSWALD’S GRAVE? Part 3 by Gary Mack 

Within days of the 1981 exhumation, conflicting reports surfaced about the written and visual records of the 
new examination. Some believed the photos and videotapes would be destroyed, others thought they’d be kept 
for one year before a decision would be made. A few, including myself, suggested to Marina they be safeguarded 
forever, because word of any destruction would ultimately get out and the resulting doubts and questions could 
overshadow other issues. 

Even though Michael Eddowes paid all expenses, the material is believed to be the property of Marina; 
however, to this day it is not in her possession. And, despite repeated requests, none has been returned. 

In the summer of 1982, after having no success initiating a low-key investigation, I thought about going 
straight to Marina. Unlike researchers who are convinced she’s in on the coverup, I believe Marina is just what 
she’s always claimed: a Russian girl who fell in love with an American. 

Unfortunately, she had made it clear in interviews that the exhumation question was over and her only goal 
was returning to a “normal” life. So instead of relating the story to her, I spoke with her friend of several years, 
John Cullins. 

Cuilins, a police officer and security guard, is a neighbor of Marina. His father has been sheriff of Rockwall 
County, which includes Marina’s home. He has been, perhaps, overly protective and is one of many who’ve sug- 
gested she keep a low profile during the many “revelations” of recent years. 

I knew John had been present for both the exhumation and reautopsy, so without mentioning Paul Groody or 
Alan Baumgardner, I told him that two trained observers had seen no evidence of a craniotomy on the exhumed 
skull. 

But Cuilins was not impressed, mostly because I wouldn’t reveal their names and partially, I think, because he 
didn’t fully comprehend the significance of an intact skull. Yet his skepticism vanished when the story became 
public on WFAA Radio and 1 was finally able to tell him my sources. 

Cullins said Marina was not aware of this new controversy and he would not tell her about it until he had a 
chance to review the videotapes. Although they were not in his possession, he did have access to them and 
quickly got a look in early December 1982. 

The entire examination had been videotaped with professional equipment, but the first 30 minutes of the 3 Vi 
hour study are not in color. A few seconds were not recorded as completed tapes were replaced. 

The body remained in the rotted coffin until Dr. Linda Norton decided that comparison X-rays could not be 
taken unless the skull was removed. In clear view of the cioseup camera, nine snips to the rotted muscle was all 
that was needed. 

Decayed skin and matter was brushed off the skull*, leaving a clear, unobstructed view of the bone. Some skin 
remained on the forehead, the top front of the skull, and in very small patches on both sides. According to 
Cullins, who studied portions of the the tapes, -there was no discernible sign of a cut or mark anywhere on the 
skull. In his opinion, based on the cioseup views, the cut was so narrow it couldn’t be seen, or there was no cut at 
all and the body was not that of the man killed by Jack Ruby. Cullins’ family physician, the only medically 
qualified person to view the tapes, agreed completely. 

Two events during the examination strengthened the possibility of a switch. Once the skull was removed, it 
rested on a small mount on a metal tray. At one point a doctor picked it up and held the skull upside down direct- 
ly in front of the camera. Since the skullcap had not been glued or clamped on, it should have fallen off— but it 
didn’t. Later, someone bumped into the table, knocking the skull off the mount. Even after bouncing around on 
the metal tray, the skullcap remained fully intact. 

After explaining the story to Marina, she and Cullins started their own investigation. One of the first calls went 
to Dr. Linda Norton, who in 18 months had changed jobs from Dallas to Birmingham to San Antonio. Norton had 
received permission from Marina to keep the X-rays and still photographs so she could write a report for the Jour- 
nal of Forensic Science. 

In the late January 1983 phone call, Norton said she and her colleagues were finishing the report and it would 
be published in the November issue. She repeated that the craniotomy was visible and “we noted if for the 
record.” And then a very strange thing happened. When Marina asked her to return the pictures, Norton 
reportedly replied “What pictures?” 

Cullins, who had been quietly listening on another phone, was furious. He had held the three rolls of exposed 
35mm black and white film at the hospital, had watched the photographer taking pictures and had heard the 
clicks of the shutter on the videotape. Norton apologized, saying she had not understood which pictures Marina 
was referring to. She promised to mail them, with the negatives, immediately. Three months later they had not 
arrived and Cullins has not recontacted her. He did learn from another doctor that she had recently passed some 


Most of the photos, over 100 in all, are closeups and extreme closeups of the skull, particularly the mastoid 
hole. Unless the pictures were poorly exposed, they should show far more detail than the videotapes. Their only 
drawback is that 18 months is plenty of time to alter both pictures and negatives; the tapes however would be 
virtually impossible to change without noticeable defects. 

According to Cull ins, Norton expressed surprise over the existence of the tapes, as if she had forgotten about 
them. But she had learned of them by telephone from a Mr. Bright, who said he was a reporter for the Hearst Cor- 
poration. Because of some phrases Norton repeated, I have reason to believe Bright may actually be New York 
researcher Jones Harris; or, if Bright really exists, he may have gotten his information from Harris. Regardless of 
the source, that phone call tipped off Norton that a controversy was building. 

-i h u a ?J. Clea , r P' c * ur ® s showing the craniotomy cut could quickly end this controversy, but Norton's apparent 
withholding of that evidence seems very strange. Even more disturbing is her statement to Cullins that they had 
seen the cranial cut and had noted it for the record. Again according to Cullins, no such statement is heard on 
the tapes, although numerous “for the record” remarks by Norton are clearly audible. In fact, Cullins says Nor- 
ton was surprised to learn that the tapes have an audio track and everything said above a whisper can be heard 
The official record, of course, was made by a court reporter. I contacted Jerry Pittman, Marina’s attorney at 
that hme, who said the original notes were still in the reporter’s possession and had never been typed up. He 
non^ d t0 3Sk hSr *° Search the notes * or ap V reference to a craniotomy or any similar observation. She found 

Next month, a second look at the tapes and a newly discovered connection between Army Intelligence and 
Rose Hill Cemetery. 
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JFK Murder Data 





AN AUTOPSIED SKULL IS IN TWO PIECES; WHY WASN’T OSWALD’S? By Jack White 
KI P“, r , i " g our year-long consideration of the best way to bring the Oswald exhumation “cranial pro- 

a' reDorted bv C r!S?w°B ^ M f k and ' had man y discussions regarding descriptions of the skull 
as reported by Groody, Baumgardner, and several other observers. 

a habit , of referring to their comments as their “not seeing a line or mark which 
could be interpreted as showing the craniotomy.” 

mirl r f q i+ ently correc J ed Gar y. insisting that a cranial operation to remove the brain is not a line or 
mark It is a separating cut Oust as you would saw a board in two pieces) made by a special high- 
whirh saws the calvarium (skull bone) completely through to sufficient depth 

which will separate the bone without damage to brain tissue underneath. The scalp is peeled away 
lan f f?nm l L y ^! ld h the H CUt ! s made fr °fn the external occipital protruberance to a point just above each 
® a ^i^°T a ^ for ® h ® ad pomt at about the hairline another cut is made which joins the first cut at an 
angle of about 130 degrees in the temporal areas 

th< ! Cranioto TJ w * th a d o<?tor-friend of mine who did a large amount of his residency 
assisting with autopsies in Washington, D.C.; he assured me that the skull would definitely be in two 
f arta - and In ",° wa y could fuse back together after death, and that after 18 years of decomposition 
the skullcap portion of the cranium should have been lying in the casket as a completely separate 
piece. Even a casual layman observer would notice this immediately, according to the doctor 
Yet no observer told of a skull in two parts! 

On the other hand, photos and videotapes show it in one piece! (see Gary’s Part 3 this issue) At 
one point during the examination, the skull actually bounced around in a tray on the examining 

o^he bodv l"h S °''| d . piece .°! b ° ne - And Alan Baumgardner, who helped put the remains in- 

to the body bag for reburial, is certain it was one solid skull. 

£ iCtU - re w !' 1 h ? lp tbe la Y man understand what a major discrepancy this is, I have 
looked (right* d 9 showmg the wa Y the exhumed skull looked (left) and the way it should have 
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FBI to guard rights, chief says 


“While the guidelines all 
er flexibility during the ea; 
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S? Kennedy won’t speak 
? in Dallas, Fraser says 



No replacement for Kennedy at 
tbe Dallas convention has been 
chosen, Fraser said, adding, "We 
understand why he would rather 
not (speak there).' 1 

Kennedy. D-Maas., indicated no 
ill feelings toward Texas or Dallas 
in declining the UAW invitation, 
Fraser said. 
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ASSASSINATION 
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FCI inmate's part in Hoffa trial replayed in 
'Blood Feud' FWST k-27-83 


By ANNE REIFENBERG 


His body has never been foum 


WS 


napping charge and told them Hof- 


There were mistrials and acquit- 

ton, Shreveport, Butte and Billings, 
defended on two occasions by 
James Neal, one of the lawyers who 



Panel unveils plan for JFK museum 


fe-size dummy of Oswald to be 
aced in its center. The cafeteria 


The museum, expected to be 
completed in 1985, will take up the 
sixth floor of the old school book 
depository, now the Dallas County 
Administration Building. Lee Har*. 
vey Oswald is believed to have shot 


formed several years ago into the 
chambers and administrative of- 
fices of the county co mmiss ioners. 

Today the top floors are under 
lock and key — there are only two 
keys in existence. The handful of 
special visitors allowed past the 
second floor must climb a decrepit 
back stairway. Tourists, most of 
them disgruntled by the lack of ac- 

for some musty items randomly 
stashed for passible use in. a mu- 

building's original glass front door, 
a concrete building-name marker 


their aftermath. They include four 
television-type showings of films of 


tion to the assassination. 

Radio news bulletins from Nov. 
22, 1963, will be played. Dozens of 
still photos and a large model of 
Dealey Plaza and the presidential 
car route will be on display. 

"People will undoubtedly leave 
in a very somber mood, but it will 
give people something to think 
about," said Shirley Caldwell new 
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